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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT GROUP 

Dear Sir: 

The election requirement under 35 U.S.C. 121 is respectfully traversed. The 
Examiner's reasons for distinctness of the invention are misplaced in that the claims are 
not combination subcombination claims but are merely of different scope. For instance, 
Claim 8 (Group II) describes a method for enabling product configuration by a 
respondent at a computer system and sending information to another computer system 
over the network, and Claim 25 (Group V) describes a method for enabling product 
configuration which enables each user of a computer system to configure a product and 
returns information via a network to a network addressable site. Claim 1 (Group I) 
describes a system for product configuration having language similar to method Claim 8 
(Group II), but describes the method in terms of an executed program on a computer 
system, while Claim 13 (Group III) describes a software program for enabling product 
configuration, except for sending information to another computer system, which is 
present in its dependent Claim 14. Furthermore, except for claims of Group IV, the 
claims of Groups I, II, III, and V are all in the same Class 705. 

In cases such as these, it is appropriate for the Examiner to consider the claims of 
Groups I, II, III and V together if it would not be a serious burden on the Examiner (see 
MPEP 803, paragraph 2, and the second Criteria (B) for a proper restriction requirement 
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there under). There is clearly no burden on the Examiner since he has already examined 
the claimed subject with respect to the claims of Groups I, II, III, and V (Applicants 
believe that that the examination of claims of Groups I, II and III should also cover the 
method claims of Group V). Moreover, there is no serious burden, as here the claims are 
all pertaining to computer systems, and methods or software on such system, for product 
configuration research. It is evident that there is no serious burden from the Examiner's 
statement on page 2, second paragraph, of the Office Action dated March 20, 2003, that 
only Group IV claims are patentably distinct from claims already examined, and that 
election of Group IV would be "a shift of invention". If Claims 1-15, 17-19, Claims 25- 
29 of Groups I, II, III and V, do not represent a "shift of invention", then this further 
supports that their examination can readily be made without serious burden on the 
Examiner. Thus, at this point in the examination of the application, Criteria (B) of MPEP 
803, paragraph 2, is not met with respect to Groups I, II, III and V, and joinder of Claims 
into a single Group is appropriate. Thus, a proper restriction would be between Claims 
20-24 and 30-39 to the web site, and Claims 1-15, 17-19, and 25-29. If such restriction is 
acceptable to the Examiner, Applicants elect Claims 1-15, 17-19, and 25-29; otherwise 
Applicants elect Claims 25-29 for the purpose of further examination. 
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